The Constitution and the Civil War.

For onevof*the most valuable contribu-
tions to our power of measuring the effects |
of the Civil War on the constitutional his-
tory of the United States we are indebted
to Prof. John W. Burgess of Columbia Uni-
versity, the author of the two volumes col-
Jeotively entitled The Civil War and the Con-
preceding

stitution, (Scriboners). In  the
number of “The American History Series,”

the number devoted to the so-called “Mid-
dle Period” the same author discussed the

events which began with the Missouri
Compromise and culminated in the seces-
sion of most of the slave-holding Btates.
The volutnes now before us carry the narra-

tive to the concluding act of the war, to

wit, Gen. Kirby Smith% éurrender of all
the Confederate forces remaining west
of the Mississippi. Wo s«hould note at

15 not merely to set forth the constitutional
rosults of “ehe War of Secession, but also
to give a succinct acoeunt of the war itselfs
That is to say, he offers us at once a con-
stitutional history and a military history.
The conclusions to which he is led as a
professor of political science and vunstitu-
tional law will, for the most part, be found
embodied in the first seven chapters of the
first volume and in the sixteenth and twen-
ty-eighth chapters of the second. The
wltimate consequences of the war from legal
and political points of view will be traced
pereafter by Prof. Burgess in the con-
gluding volume of the series, which is to be
allotted to *Reconstruction and the Con-

ptitution * ','
1

¥ After a pr;linmir\'nﬁ chapter in which
are portrayed ;the personalities of Davis,

coln and Douglas, the representatives |

of the three doctrines which met in the
Presidential contest of 1860, the author

proceeds 1o inquire how much anti-slavery |

pentiment existed in the South between
2857 and 1860. We shall dwell at length
upon the aggmination of this subject—
which, as . Burgess  points out, is one
of the most neglected parts of our history.
We begin by rb%u

n these voluies, though, of course, it
roceived due attention in the book on “The
Middle Period,” the fact, namely, that in
October, 1851, H, 8. Foote was elected Gov-
ernor of Mississippi over Jefferson Davis
on an anti-secession platform, and that the
gonvention of that State held in Novem-
bes of the same year declared the alleged
right of secession to be entirely unsanc-
#ioned by the Federal Constifution. Foote
lef;lwliev«?(lmt this deglaration put
at rest ‘forever fhe ,question of secession
§n Missigsippi, and he averred in the United
Btates Senate that no man with secession
pentiments could be elected to the most
fnsignificant office in his State. During
the next nine)years, however, various
@events, such as ‘e infraction of the Fugi-
tive Slave law, the struggle in Kansas, the
publication of “Uncle Tom's Cabin,” the
John Brown raid and the election of Lin-

ooln by a seectional minority, intensified |

the feeling of hostility toward the North.
Prof. Burgess, as we shall see, regards
the Jobn Brown raid as probably the princi-
pal factor in engendering disunion senti-
ment in the Bouth. Meanwhile, let us note
what he has to tell us about the existence
of anti-slavery sentiment in the slavehold-
ing States before the event just named
axcited apprehension of negro uprisings

and race war.
Our author holds that the mest geneyous
will not attribute a direct interest

\ slaves property to over two millions of |

eight millions of whites inhabiting the

ala g Commonwealths in the sixth

decade of the nineteenth century. Accord- |

ing to the census of 1850 there were in thoee
Btates about 325,000 slave owners. If
each one of these be counted as the head
of a family comprising five or six white

we obtain something like the sug-

gested aggregate of whites interested in |

slave property. It follows that some six

millions of whites in the South had no such |
interest, and the question is what their |

feelings were with regard to slavery. It is
bard to determine what their feelings were
for two reasons: In the first place, the

press of the South was efther in the hands |

of the slaveholders or in their pay. Conse-
quently, the anti-slavery sentiments in the
Bouth left no such literary results as would
enable us to gain any definite knowledge
of their character or extent. The second
peason is that the development of these
sentiments received a rude shook in 1850
from the Harper's Ferry massacre, the
shock being received befors they had gained
sufliclent strength and clearness Lo man
fest themselves deoidedly, and, in fact,
hbefore the mass of the people entertaining
them knew that they were anti-slavery
sentiments.  Prof. Burgess, however, for
his part thinks that no one who had any
personal moquaintance  with  the Bouth
during the period lmmediately preceding
dJobn Brown's raid will dispute that such
s timents  eaisted and wore  becoming
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ste that a large population of small farmers
and townspeople would be more profitable
to them than the oligarchy of plantation
lords with their retinues of slaves.

tility between the bourgeoisie and the plant-
| ors was mainly social, it had, nevertheless,
exercised some influence in determining
| political preferences. Those townsfolk who

were inclined to give political expression of course,

' to their dislike of the slaveholding plant-
ers went, first, with the Whig party, then
with the so-called Know-Nothing party,

, and, lastly, with the American Unlon party.

| The large slaveholders who belonged to

| the Whig party were generally men of su-
| perior Intelligence and tender hearts, who
| riled their slaves in mercy and kindness,
| felt compassion for their condition and
| were not averse to considering plans for
their improvement and for their ultimate

! emancipation. In a word, the Whig party
in the Southwest was not a pro-slavery
party, in the same sense as was the Demo-

' cratio party in that section. It looked

| upon alavery as a temporary necessity and

| entertained the hope of its eventual ex-

! tinction. The fact is recalled that John
Bell of Tennessee made a stand aeainst

| the repeal of the Missouri Compromise in

' 1954, and that he subsequently undertook

i to reorpanize the Whig strength in the

| South, and to hold the party true to ita

| quasé anti-slavery principles. Prof. Bur-
gees thinks that the signs were quite favor-
| able for such reorganization in 1858. We
are also reminded that at that juncture
thero appeared & significant revelation of
the feelings of the bourgesisie in the slave-
| holding States. Hinton Rowan Helper,
the author of the “lmpending Crisis of
| the South,” though his North Carolina

! citizenship was repudiated by the Senators

from that State, described himself as a

| native of the South, born and bred in North

Carolina, of slaveholding parents, while

| he himself had engaged in mercantile
pursuits in the town of Salisbury He

| was, he said, a Southerner in instinct,

. thought and habits, and had the desire and

| purpose to live and die in the South

| It was to his Southern brethren that

| Helper addressed himself, and he pro-

| fessed a wish “to do something to elevate

the South to an honorable and powerful
| position among the enlightened quarters
| of the globe.” Prof. Burgess admits that
| the language of Helper's book was generally
| too violent, that some of the conclusions

I‘ reached were exaggerations, and that

| threats were indulged in with a frequency
: and to a degree that gave the composition
| an incendiary flavor. He holds never-
theless, that Helper's denunciations of the
| great slaveholders wera an approximately
| fair expression of a quite general feeling

among the bourgeoisie in the Southern

towns, and that but for John Brown's raid,

the class enmity would probably have
| developed into an attack upon the insti-
| tution of slavery itseil. as it did in Helper's
| mind. Any pressure from without, how-
| ever, for the hastening of such a develop-
| ment would be certain to call forth a spirit
| of resentment that would allay internal

Northern onlookers

| from detecting the feeling which had been

| slowly creating an anti-slavery class in the

Middle South. Prof. Burgess thinks it may
| be said with truth that in 1858 slavery had
| little strength in Delaware and Maryland,

and no great strength in Kentucky, Ten-

nessee, Missouri, western Virginia, North
| Carolina, northern Georgia, northern Ala-
| bama and northern Texas Moreover,
its strength in those parts was on the de-
cline. These facts, however, were not then
| appreciated at the North. The North then
judged the sentiments of the Bouth only,
or almost only, by the speeches and votes
§ of the Southern Senators and Representa-
| tives in Congress, and by its slavery-sub-
| servient press. The great slaveholders
| on their part were cognizant of the facts,
and, in our author’s opinion, were anxious
to bring matters to a crisis before the devel-
opment of hostility close around them
should proceed further

1.
Prof. Burgess is convinced that John

-

{ng the Harper's Ferry rald, s
disquieting effect produced by these revela-
tions on ocool and impartial minds. They

| seemed to show that ‘there were many'

While, at the stage which it had reached | respectable
’vhen John Brown's raid ocourred, the hos- | ‘been willing to put the means

t

people at the North who had
of doing
mischief into the hands of desperate men,
and then designedly to keep themselves
in ignorance of how these means were
being employed. Such revelations were
immensely dirquieting to South-
ern minds that were not cool and Impar-
tial, and a majority of SBouthern minds,

| or, for that matter, of minds everywhere,

|
|

|

[

Brown's raid put a summary stop to the |

evolution of anti-slavery sentiment in
slave-holding States He points owt
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|

population of all classes shared in the South, |

| and that was the fear of slave Insurrection

|
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belonged to this class, Another fact is re-
called, namely, that, long before the re-
port of the Senate committee was pub-
lished things much more disquieting had
occwrred in connection with the outrage
than the revelations of the report would
have been, had these bean made in Novem-
ber, 1850, instead of six months afterward.
The reference is to the demonstrations
indulged in throughout many parts of the
North on the day of Brown's execution.
It is well known that Brown and his band
had murdered five men and wounded some
eight or ten more in their criminal move-
ment at Harper's Ferry. Prof. Burgess's
comment on their crime is that, “if they
had done nothing more than kil the free
negro Hayward, they would have made
themselves common murderers, and would
have been deserving of nothing but the
punishment for murder and the execration
of all decent men.

“ Add to this the consideration that Brown
cortainly intended the wholesale massaore
of the whites by the blacks, in case that
should be found necessary to «ffect his
purposes, and it was certainly natural that
the tolling of church bells, the holding of
prayer meetings for the soul of John Brown,
the draping of houses, the half-masting
of flags, &c., in many parts of the North,
should appear to the people of the South
to be evidences of a wickedness which
knew no bounds, and which was bent upon
the destruction of the South by any means
necessary to accomplish the result.” The
author goes on a little later to say, “Fepe-
cially did terror and bitterness take pos-
gession of the Fearts of the women of the
South, who saw in slave insurrection not
only destruction, but that which to femi-
nine virtue is a thousand times worse than
the most terrible death. For those who
would excite such & movement or sympa-
thize with anybody who would execite such
a movement, the women of the South felt
a hatred as undying ns virtue itself. Men
might still hesitate, and consider, and argue,
but the women were united and resolute,
and thelr unanimous exhortation was:
‘Men of the South, defend the honor of
yvour mothers, your wives, your sisters
and your daughters! It is your highest
and most sacred duty!'®

Prof. Burgess denies that it was true to
the extent and degree gonerally assumed
at the North that the leaders among the
slaveholders knew that there was no such
danger of slave insurrection as the masses
supposed there was, and also knew that the
sympathy at the North for any such move-
ment, or for anybody who would take
part in any such movement, was not one8
thousandth part as great as the masses
at the South believed it to be.  *The lead-
ing slaveholders had no such clear know-
ledge of the character and impulses of their
slaves, or of the intentions of the North
as subsequent has attributed to
them. They themselves were not wholly
free from the fear which possessed the
masses of Southern whites, and they could
not have created this terror among the
masses, excopt for the actual attesapt to
excite slave insurréction, and the apparefitly
widespread sympathy for the same in many
parta of the North. From the Harper's
Ferry outrages onward the conviction
grew among all classes that the white men
of the South must stand together, and must
harmonize all internal differences in the
presence of the mortal peril with which,
a race, they believed themselves threat
Sound development in thought and
fenling was arrested I'ha follies and the
fear and resentment now
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draw from the Union. He contends that
| the provision of the Constitution which
declares that the *Constitution of the United
Btates and the laws of the United States,
which shall be made in pursuance thereof
and all treaties made, or which shall be
made under the authority of the United
States, shall be the supreme law of the
land,” contains by implication the pro-
hibition of the power of any Common-
wealth of the Union to withdraw itself from
the jurisdiction of that “supreme law of
the land.” It will be remembered that the
secessioniats in support of their assertion
that they had a legal right to withdraw from
the Union cited the Tenth Amendment of
the Constitution, which provides that
powers not delegated to the United States
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it
to the “States,” are reserved to the “States”
respectively, or to the people. From this
amendment they argued that no power hav-
| ing been delegated to the United States to
forbid secession, and no prohibition having
been placed by the Constitution on the
right of the States to socede, the right
was reserved to the “States” or to the peo-
ple by the Constisution itself. Prof. Bur-
gess considers it evident to any impartial
mind that the Congress which proposed
the Tenth Amendment never intended to
reserve by it the power of secession to
anybody. The membera of that Congress,
he says, were manifestly thinking only of
the powers of local governmept in each
Commonwealth, and of the civil rights of
the citizens therein, when they drafted the
articles. It is at the same time admitted
that in 1860 a large majority of the people
of the country confounded eovereignty
with the residuary powers of government,
and recognized what they conceived to be
a‘certain kind of sovereignty as belonging
to the individual “State.” “Many of the
socefsionists,”” says Prof. Burgess, ‘‘honestly
befooled themselves, as well as befooled
others, by their sophistries based upon
confused premises. The majority of the
gocession leaders were undoubtedly sin-
cers in the belief that they werw right in
principle.”

1v.

In our author's opinion Congress want
much too far in its final effort to conciliate
the seceding States. It may be remem-
bered that in the morning hours of March 4,
1861, the Senate adopted the House resolu-
tions which had been framed for the pur-
pose. Besides making other important
concessions, these resolutions expressed
the willingnesas of the Republican leaders
to secure slavery in the “States” where
it existed by an unchangable amendment
to the Constitution; the Republicans voted
for a proposed amendment providing
that no future amendment to the Consti-
tution should ever be made which would
empower Congress to interfere with slavery
in the States, and voted for it in such num-
bers as to adopt it by the requisite two-
thirds majority, and, that, too, after the
Senators and Representatives from six of
the Southern “States” had withdrawn from
their seats. Prof. Burgess submits that
to the historian who regards the course of
world events from the vantage grounds of
the present, and to the modern political
wcientist, this concession on the part of
the Republicans appears too generous
“They [the Republicans] never should have
been willing to withdraw anything from
the amending power lodged in the Consti-
| tution. This meant nothing less than the
econfoderatizing of the political system
of the United States, and the prevention
of political progress by lawful, peaceablo
means. It meant a return to the system
of 1781 as to the excepted subjeets. It
| meant the reversal, in principle, of the
| ehtef advance which we bhad made in the

development of our Constitutional law

from the sevstem of 1781 to that of 1787,

No publicist who has perceived the move-

ment of modern political history toward
| the development of organized nations
| ean for one moment approve of such a
reactionary course. Instead of this, he
wonld demand that even the existing ex-
captions from the amending power be ex-
punged from the Constitution, and that the
amending power itself should be so formu-
lated as only to guard the sovereign power
of the nation from hasty and inconsiderate
action, but pever s as to thwart ita delib-
erate and well-determined purpose »
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civilisation wés working for much miore
advanced resultd than the Republicans
themselves consciously intended. *“The
immediate abolition of slavery in the Com=
monwealths and the thorough nationali-
zation of our political system were consum-=
mations far beyond their hopes. Their
hearts had to be fired to these results by
the madness of the secessionists, who, upon
the basis of their '‘State sovereignty' theory,
sought to destroy the Union for the sake of
perpetuating and extending the institu-
tion of African slavery. Not until then
did the Republicans see that both slavery
and ‘Btate sovereignty’ must go, and in
their places universal freedom and national
sovoreignty must be enthroned.”

V.

Prof. Burgees defends Lincoln's Emanci-
pation Proclamation considered as a war
measure. He holds that the ethics of war
Jjustified the President’s purpose to deprive
the Confederates of the support of slave
labor in their rebellion against the Federal
Government and the Union. He considers,
further, that the fact that no slave insur-
rection and no massacre of whites by blacks
resulted from the measuro is sufficient proof
that such horrors were not the inevitable
results of the proclariation, and were not
supposed to be such either by the President
or by his advisers, It is conceded, how-

isting law the President had no authority
to fix the permanent status of the negro
who might be provisionally freed from
slavery as the result of the enforcement
of Lincoln's proclamation. *“The military
dictatorship of the President is temporary,
and the powers exercisad by virtue of it
are limited by the period of the necessity
which calls them into play. The freedom
acquired by the elave in consequence of the
President's act ecould continue legally,
after the suspension of the war powers,
only by means of sgome Constitutional pro-
vision or of some legislative act warranted
by Constitutional provision. The war
powers of the President justified his act as
a temporary measure, but they did not,
and do not, authorize tho President to fix
the permanent civil or political status of
anybody.”

Our author thinks that the conflict of
sentiment and opinion between the Repub-
licans and the Democrats at the North,
provoked by the Emancipation Proclama-
tion, influenced the President in some de-
gree in his view of the fitheas of Democratic
Generals to prosecute the war against
slavery. It is well known that on Nov. 7,
1502, McClellan was suddenly ordered to
turn the command of his army over to
Gen. Burnside and to report at Trenton,
N. J. “What McClellan would have done
in the next few days, if ho had been loft
in command, can, of course, never he known,

federates, ending at onee the rebellion
before elavery was destroyed, was wanted
by all of those who composed the Washing-
ton Government may well be suspected.
And it is very nearly certain that there
ware some who would have preferred de-
feat to such a victory with MeClellan in
command.” Prof. Burgess regards this
question as *a dark, mysterious, uncanny
thing, which the historian does not need
to touch, and prefers not to toueh.”

Vi

In the chapter of the second volume
which bears the caption “interpretation
of the Constitution,™ the author examines
the circumstances under which West Vir-
ginia was admitted into the Union as a
State. ,‘We are reminded that the Consti-
tution of the United Statves permits the
erection of a new Commonwealth within

'the jurisdiction of an existing Common- |

wealth A the consent of Congress and of
| the Legislature of the existing Commonywealth.
Formally the letter of the Constitution
was fultilled in the case of West Virginia.
The establishment of West Virginia upon
the footing of a State in the Unlon pro-
conded ostensibly upon the basis, first
of a petition for admission into the Union
by a oconvention of the people of those
counties of old Virginia wishing to form
a new Commonwealth of the
consent of the pretended legislature of
old Virginia sitting st Alexandria and

socondly,

recognized by the United States Govern- |
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Whether a crushing victory over the Con- |
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of the Florentine commune and proceeds

to desoribe its first wars and reforms. Then
follows an exposition of the first popular
Government and of the constitution of the
greater gullds, the commercial interests
and policy of which are also carefully
examined. There are chapters on “The
Family and the State” in Italian communes
and on the “Enactmente of Justice,” the
book eoncluding with a delineation of tha
Florentine republic as it was in Dante's

time, with whose death the medimval period |

may be said to have ended and the Italian
Renaissance to have begun. We may say

| at onoe that no part of this book could have

been written fifty or even thirty years ago.
What we have here is the embodiment of
the results of Italian and German researches
during the last quarter of a century.

Prof. Villari regards it as a certainty
that the beginning of a settloment on the
site of Florence was made by the Etruscans
of Fiesole. He accepts as credible, and
even |'l'ﬂl\nm1'. Machiavelli's  assertion
that from very remote times the traders of

Fiesole had established a post on the Arno |

at a point where the Mugnone runs into the
river. Gradually a cluster of cabins arose;
these, in time, grew into houses, and,
finally, formed a rival town, It was the
town into a
eity, though at what period is still un-
ascertained. It is improbable that the
event occurred earlier than two centuries
Christ. Floriug, writing in
second century of our era, meutions Flor-

ence among the cities which had suffered |

most in the days of Sulla. Recent excava-
tionsa made in Jigging new rewers have
furnished proofs that in Sulla's time the
city must hava already possessed build-
ings of no small importance, includ-
ing an amphitheatre. The restoration of
Florence aftor tha serious injuries inflicted
on it in Sulla's day is generally attributed
to Augustus, who i8 supposed to have
made it a seat of one of the twenty-eight
colonies founded by him. It certainly
must have been a colony in 15 B. C., when,
as we learn from Tacitus, it sent a deputa-
tion to Tiberius, asking him to forbid the
junetion of the river Chiana with the Arno
on account of the damage this would cause
The weighty authority of Mommsen, how-
ever, supports the view that, in spite of the
testimony given by Floriug, the colony of
Florence was founded, not by Augustus,
but by Sulla. We should, at all events,
ascribe to the first century B. C. the con-
struction of the oldest eircuit of walls
which existed during a great part of the
Middle Ages, and some remains of which
have been discovered in our own day

For a long time after the epoch of the
barbarian invasions the history of Flor-
ence is involved in great obscurity, and
what little information is obtainable on
the subject is mixed with legends, Prof.
Villari rejects the tradition accepted by
Villani that Attila, the Scourge of
destroyed Florence and rebuilt  Fiesole

There is no doubt that the Goths captured |

time, but they did not
The occupation of Tus-

Florence at one
destroy the city
cany by the Lombards took

of darkness. There are extant documents
belonging to the latter half of the eighth
century which allude to Florence as though
it .had become a suburb of Fiesole. In
84 Charlemagne haltad in Florence on his
way to Rome, an incident that gave rise
to the legend that the rebuilding of the city
his work
ever, that, owing to the greater order and
tranquillity brought about by Charlemagne,

was

I men once more forsook the hills for the

valley and Florence began to prosper at
Fiesole's expense In 966 the Emperor
Otho 1
his coronation by the Pope, and a chron-

feler attributes to him an imaginary grant |

of a territory gix miles in extent. It is
certain that from the Frankish times down-
ward the prosperity of Florence slowly but
gurely increased. The geographical posi-
tion of the city proved increasingly advan-
to As early as
Emperor had  proposed
ltalian
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they had regular statutes. These stgtutes
only formulated what had already existed
for some time,

As a mattor of fact we find, even in the
days of Countess Matilda, which may be
roughly identified with the last quarter
of the eleventh century, the mass of the
Florentine citizens divided and arranged
in groups We see, on the one side, the
anclent schole surviving from Ru;mm
times, but transformed into associations
of arts and trades containing the germs
of future greater and lesser guilds; on the
other, family associations and clang of the

ranci, or leading citizens, embryos of the

uture societies of the towers.  All thees
associations alreadv formed the practicn
governimgmt of the eity in which the priy
cipal uﬂl;\\" re filled by grandi of Matilda
choice, rof. Villari deems it probab
that the post of preside (prases) was r
served, in accordance with medieval nsag:
1o a single family or elan, perhaps to thy
of the Uberti, who were among the most
powerfulin the eity, and boasted a Gormanio
descent. A point to be noted is that thore
was then no hostility, no separation e
tween the great folk or grandi and 1he
people, all Leing united by common honds
interects,  Our author is inclined
believe that some of the grandi cugagel
in commerce were chief of guild
already had begun to fight side by
with the people against the outlying nobles
It was this alliance of all classes of ciilzing
unitex] by identity of interest and single.
ness of purpose against a common

the rural nobility whose castles barred all
outlets for commerce —that then constingted
the strength of that Florentine people vy
loyalty, purity and valor were so fervently
praised by Dante and th e chroniclers )

It is well known that the Countess Matilds
when she died in 1115 left a will bequeat; i
nll her possessions to the Chureh.  This
donation, howover, could only affect |e;
allodial estates, since all those hald in fiel]
naturally reverted to the Empire,  Henea
arose an endless succession of disptes
between the Emperor and the Pope, vac)
of whom asserted his right to the whole
inheritance, the one as Matilda's universa)
logatee and the other as Ler teudal superior
No one could legally contest the right of
the Emperor Henry TV, 1o send a repre
to assume the Government of
Tuseany in his name, but the Papal oppo-
wition, the attitude of the cities, now dis-
pored to assert their independence, and
the general disorder split Tuscany into frag-
ments Accordingly, the representatives
of the Empire could only place themselves
at the head of the f"ll-!tf nobility of the
various confadi (countships), a i by gathey-
ing them together, form a Germanic party
opposed 1o the cities

At this erisis Florence, surrounded by the
castled nobility occupying the neighloring
hills, had to decide on one of ta 1rses
She had etther to yield to those wio had
always been her mortal enemios and were
emboldened by Henry's favor, o
them openly and thus  de
enmity to the Empire, which would amount
to a proclamation of independence.  The
ourse was adopted, lorence was
now conscious of her own strength and
recoguized that safety could only be galned
by foree. The change was accomplished in
a «imple and almost imperceptible way
The worthies who had administered
justi governed the people and come
manded the garrison in Matilda's na
continued now that she
to rile in the pame  of
llln, and  asked advice in all glhave
CMOTZeNCTes 1< these grandi becaime
Consuls of tl mrmfne, which may be
aid to have leaps to existenca unpers
colved I'his, in Villari's  opinion, is why
no ohraniclers mene its birth, and no
documents rd I endeavoring to
discover unlinown events and lost docys
ments which never oy stad, t solution
of a yery casy pr been hedged
around with imaginary Meultiecs  We
are not to suppose, ind s acauide
tion of practical indepx v Flor
was accomplished vithout wny shock
is true that the actual g vernment
mained almost intact; bt hasis
altered, sinee it was now oar i ot
name of the eople instead of t)ae
Countess, Moraaver, = duri; la's
the governing authoritics had teen
men of her choice: and, although a'l admin-
istrative and judicial posts changed hands
from time 1o time, l’w\' had becon in-
creasingly monopolized by a small cloer
of fammilies. Now, however, that tHe aut
itiex were to ba elected hy the people, t!
was a broader, though :~'.|'\
limited, range of choice  Aece
there was more change of oMoe, ar
were removed in turn from onet
In auech a state of things u g
friction between the leading famiis
inevitable 1 ltimately, thers was a
outhreak, almost a revolutior AR
the 1 berti, who had long been consj
ously powerf
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